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A new commandment I give unto you, That ye love one another, as I have loved you—JOHN xxiii. 34. 











FOR THE CHRISTIAN MESSENGER, 


Thoughts on Zz.’ 8 defence, Epc, 
(Coneluded from page 133.) 


In order to support a hypothesis, 
which, however, seems untenable, 
some have contended that what is 
stated from verse 31 to 46, refers to 
the destruction of Jerusalem, and of 
the people of the Jews, who rejected 
the Messiah, and that the nations spo- 
ken of, referred to the tribes of Israel, 
who were scattered among all the na- 
tions; many Of whom were at Jerusa- 
iem from every nation under heaven, 
at the Pentecost which first succeeded 
‘Ae resurrection of JeSus Christ; and 
probably a still greater number of them 
might have been assembled at the de- 
struction of Jerusalem and of the na- 
tion. Buta very little reflection will 
show the erroneousness of that conclu- 
sion. 

In verse 52, our bho informs us, 
that all the nations (an expression 
never once in the cristarke applied to 
the Israelites) shall be ¢ athered be fore 
him. ‘The reason w hy tile expression 
is never so applied, is simply because 
itcould not be true. The Fews were 
only one nation; and however nume- 
rous the individuals might have been 
who were dispersed among the various 
nations, they never formed any part of 
those nations among whom they dwelt; 
but were in their laws and customs di- 
verse from all people. So it was in the 
127 provinces under Ahasuerus, as re- 
corded in the Book of Esther; and so 
itis to this hour. The naturalization 
of individuals in any nation has been 
extremely rare; and even these re- 
mained Jews still. ‘The judgment, 
therefore, recorded, Math. xxv. 31 to 
46 is entirely distinct from the events 
which our Lord, in chap. xxiv. 34, de- 
clared should be fulfilled during that 


judgment, do not accord with his pre- 
dictions concerning the destruction of 
Jerusalem; for however awful that 
event was, and however it might be a 
figure of a still more awful event which 
is yet to come, zt was literally not true 
that all the nations were then gathered 
together. The Roman armies were 
the agents who destroyed the city, the 
temple, the people, and the policy. 

In my former answer to Z., in page 
98, I had quoted a passage which it 
may not be improper to repeat. In 
John v.28, 29, our Lord HOS de- 
clared, The hour is coming, in the 
which all that are in the gr aves shall 
hear his voice, and shall come forth ; 
they that have done good, unto the re- 
surrection of life; and they that have 
done evil, to the resurrection of damna- 
tio 

If this testimony of Jesus Christ 
had been the only declaration in the 
Scri iptures, of the re ality and certainty 
of future punishment, I should have 
considered that alone quite sufficient}c 
proof of its truth; and consequently 
that the contrary doctrine was false. 

But the Apostles of the Lord testi- 
fied the same doctrine. In the second 
chapter of Paul’s Epistle to the Ro- 
mans, he testifies that in the day when 
God shall judge the secrets of men ac- 
cording to his gospel, He wi/l render 
to those who do not obey the truth; but 
obey unrighteousness, indignation and 
wrath ; tribulation and anguish upon 
every soul of man that doth e ruil: of the 
Few first , and also of the Gentile, foi 
there is no respect o of persons with God 
But I need not multiply quotations ; 
every man who will honestly search 
the Scri iptures, will meet with abundant 
and awful evidence of the truth of fu- 
ture punishment to those who live and 
die without genuine repentance and 
reformation. Z. had quoted some pas-|: 
sages of scrip ture, which he cares 





generation. The facts respecting the 





in favour of his opinion ; grossly per- 


verted indeed, but I believe, not inten. 
tionally ; ; but from want of carefully 
reading and understanding the subject. 
From his introducing again, In page 116, 
Rom. vi.,7, I should have supposed that 
he would have considered the subject, 
for his own sake at least, but it does 
not so appear. 

On Rom. vi. 7, Mr. Z. says, “ The 
apostle here reasons from the ie n 
to the unknown ; speaking of natural 
death as that by which man is freed 
from sin; he draws the application 
that those who are (spiritually) dead 
unto sin should live unto righteous- 
ness.’ In a note he adds, “ But un- 
less it be admitted that those who are 
in a state of natural death are freed 
from sin, where is the force of the ar- 
gument » 

But it is not admitted, because it is 
not true, that natural death is a state 
by which men are freed from sin. The 
slave indeed 1s freed from his master 
by death, because he is no longer ina 
capacity to serve him. Neither’ did 
the Apostle reason from the known to 
the unknown, in this case. It was not 
possible for him to know it ta be true 
that natural death frees a man from 
sin. Men may die in their sins, John 
xvill. 21. But natural death frees no 
man from sin. Freedom from sin is 
a change, an effect, produced only by 
the power of God, in the hearts and 
minds of men, while in the state of na- 
tural life ; turning them from their ini- 
quities, and forgiving their sins; that 
thus becoming dead to their slavery 
to sin, they should live unto righteous- 
ness. Hence the Apostle, Acts xxiv. 
15. testifies, as his master had done 
before him, that there shall bea resur- 
rection of the dead, bath of the just and 
the unjust. Sut if natural death frees 
men from sin; where would there | 
any wayust to be raised from the dead : 
The only freedom-from sin whigh na- 
tural death can produce, is renderi: 
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the persons ineapable 
it for the time; but it is incapable o 

producing that change of heart and of 
conduct, which the scripture calls 
freedom from sin. Nothing short of 
repentance unto life can render men ca- 
pable of receiving from God /forgive- 
ness of sins. 

Z. observes, **The wise man saith, 
the righteous shall be recompensed in 
the earth, much more the wicked and 
the sinner.” True, the righteous now 
enjoy peace with God, which the wick- 
ed cannot enjoy; but the wise man 
did not say that there should be no 
further retribution: on the contrary, 
he saith, Eccl. viii. 11, because sentence 
against an evil work is not exacuted 
speedily, therefore the heart of the sons 
of menis fully set in them to do evil; and 
in chap. xil. 14, For God shall bring 
every work into judgment, with every 
secret thing, whether good or evil. If 

doubt should have remained, our 
master hath so clearly explained it as 
to leave every one without excuse. 

Z. has affected to insinuate, that in 
my former answer to him, an attack 
was intended against the character of 
a respectable individual. I pity his 
ignorance ; for I would not willingly 
suppose that it was any worse motive 
which suggested the idea, which is un- 
founded. My'concern is not with the 
characters of men, but with principles. 
He seems not to have been aware that 
if there was any force in what he sup- 
poses reasoning, it would go as far to- 
wards limiting the happiness of the 
righteous to this present life, as the 
sufferings of the wicked. His future 

ublications are likely to pass without 

is being troubled with any animad- 
versions from me. Hecomplains that 
I have not showed why and wherefore 
the disbelief of future punishments 
should be considered as leading to li- 
centiousness. He has unintentionally 
supplied it for me, by quoting from the 
scripture, The way of transgressors is 
hard. Wherein does the hardness con- 
sist? not surely in the difficulty of 
transgressing ; for unhappily there is 
too much facility 1 in the practice; but 
it consists in the consequences of trans- 
gression, which, if the sinner does not 
repent, he will find hard indeed, both 
here and hereafter. If the sinner is 
taught to believe that there will be no 
future punishment, he may hope to es- 
cape the hardness of present conse- 


of age 
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quences, and thereby be encouraged 
in his licentiousness; and too many 
appear to be practical unbelievers in 
future punishment; so that Z.’s doc- 
trine appears to be very agreeable and 
popular. 

Does the good of society require 


dom and Benevolence have imposed 
on the evil propensities of mankind, 
should be publicly preached against 
from the pulpits? Might it not rather 
be supposed that ae Sei instructors 
in christianity should endeavour to 
avoid promulgating from the pulpit or 
the press, any doctrines which would 
appear like calling Jesus Christ, and 
his Apostles liars ? 

I had written thus far before the 
conclusion of Z.’s_ vindication was 
published, which is in page 120; and 
which I have just read. on the day of 
publication; and find no reason to 
change my opinion. 

It is true indeed that we read of 
men dying unto sin, and being made 
alive unto righteousness, whilst yet 
they had not tasted of natural death. 
This, however, is not styled resurrec- 
tion; but we will not dispute about a 
word, if we can agree about the sENSE. 
It lies upon Z. to explain how those 
who are just, who have done good, 
whose actions have proceeded from 
the previous possession of what our 
Lord, John v. 24, calls everlasting life, 
will be raised to the resurrection of life, 
which Z. says cannot be eternal life. 
And how the unjust, those who have 
done evil, shall be raised by the same 
voice of the Son of God, to the resurrec- 
tion of damnation, which cannot mean 
future punishment. Z. says he studies 
the scripture as one whole, and be- 
lieves that a whole is made up of its 
parts: very true. And he very pro- 
perly intimates, that we cannot know 
the structure of a watch w:thout un- 
derstanding its separate parts ; but his 
knowledge of the structure of a watch 
must be of very little use, if he has not 
judgment enough to place the corres- 
ponding parts in their proper connec- 
tion. In like manner if ‘he had com- 
pared with proper judgment, Math. 
xxii, 30, Mark xii. 25, with Luke xx. 
35,36, and John v. 28, 29, he might/l 
possibly have discovered, that these 
were all connected ; and ‘that it was 








worthy to obtain that state who should 


communication, 
three ways which had oecurred to me, 
by which you could make the ev erlast- 
ing punishment of the wicked, consist: 
ent with the quotation I made from 
your letters.—As each of these w ays, 
presents difficulties to my mind, I shall 
proceed to a statement of them, relyi ing 
on you for some explanation. 


those only who should be accountedjof universal adoration.” y‘ 
mean by this to inform us, that Christ 


be raised to the resurrection of life, and 
who could not die any more; and then 
let him show a sufficient reason, ?/ he 
can, why it cannot be eternal life ; ; and 
then explain, if he can, why the resur. 
rection of the unjust, those who have 
done evil, cannot be to a state of future 


that the restraints which Divine Wis- punishment, intended for their benefit. 


I earnestly pray that he may be di. 


rected to a course of life, very different 
from that to which the principle which 
he advocates, I fear, would have a ten. 
dency to lead him. 


T. 
O 


FROM THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


TO MOSES STUART, 





Associate Professor of Sacred Literature 


in Theological Seminary, at Andover. 
NO. II. 

Str,—I stated to you in my last 

that there were only 


ist. It occurred to me, that you 


might believe the universe would ren- 
der spiritual and divine w orship to 
Christ, yet hold the doctrine of the 
eternal punishment of the wicked, by 
saying, that, “ the place of their punish: 
ment was without the bounds of the 
universe.’ 
view, I admit your statements pi 
consistent with your belief in the eter- 
nal punishment of the wicked. 
mind however asks, “Is this true?” 
Do you not think, ‘that this is a very 
fanciful idea? If you indeed suppose, 
that the place w here the wicked are to 
be punished, is without the bounds of 
the universe, please inform us, in 
whose dominions this place is. 
as Ido not believe you capable of enter- 
taining such a foolish idea, I pass this, 
and notice, 


Admitting this to be youl 


My 


But 


2d. That it further occurred to me, 


that you might attempt to extricate 
yourself from the difficulties the para- 
graph quoted involves you, in the fol- 


owing manner. In commenting on 


the passage quoted from Philippians, 
you say, Christ “ is the proper object 
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subjects for everlasting punishment, 


was the proper 6dject of universal ad- 
oration, but that he was not universally 
adored? If so,I can easily understand, 
how you hold to the everlasting pun- 
ishment of some; but then, I am 
unable to reconcile this with the com- 
ments which you have given in the 
paragraph of your letters on which I 
am remarking. Remember, sir, you 
have told us, that, “things in heaven, 
earth, and under the earth, is a com- 
mon periphrasis for the universe.” 
Besides, the texts quoted, and your 
com.nents upon them, seem to prove, 
that this very universe renders spirit- 
ual and divine worship to Christ. 
Should this seem the least doubtful 
from the text in Philippians, all doubt 
seems to be removed by the one you 
quote from Revelation.. Notice its 
language, sir, “ And every creature 
which is in heaven, and in the earth, 
and under the earth, and such as are in 
the sea, and all thatare in them, heard 
I saying, blessing and honour, &c.” 
Observe, sir, also your own language 
in commenting on this passage. Do 
you speak of Christ being only, “ the 
proper object of universal adoration, 
but not universally adored?” No, you 
say, “if this be not spiritual worship, 
Iam unable to produce a case where 
worship can be called spiritual and di- 
vine.” John’s language does not, and 
your comment on his, does not deny, 
but as the worship is divine, the uni- 
verse are the worshippers. On the 
contrary, have you not said, * things 
in heaven, earth, and under the earth, 
is a periphrasis of the Hebrew and 
New Testament writers for the uni- 
verse?”? If this indeed be true, and 
you are confident that the worship 
rendered by this universe is spiritual 
and divine, where do you find your 


unless among spiritual and divine 
worshippers of Christ? Are any of 
them to be the subjects of this? As 
I am confident you do not believe any 
such thing, suffer me to appeal to your 
candour, if there is not a difficulty, 
which requires your consideration 
here, and which I hope you will con- 
descend to resolve. You are a man 
of too much mind, not to perceive the 
difficulty, and my opinion of you is, 
that you are possessed of humility to 
say something by way of explanation. 

3d. But it occurred to me, that you 
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endless punishment, by explaining the 
universal language of Paul and John 
in the texts in a restricted sense. Pre- 
suming, that this is the mode you take 
of extricating yourself, my desire is to 
see you do it honourably. The diffi- 
culties which have presented them- 
selves to me in this mode of interpre- 
tation, will be best presented to you 
by considering the two passages which 
you quote, in order. 

In Philip. i1. 10, 11, the word every 
is found twice: “that at the name of 
Jesus every knee should bow, and that 
evry tongue should confess chat Jesus 
Christ is Lord to the glory of God the 
Father.” Let us then understand the 
word every here, as not meaning all or 
every individual, but only some, and 
see how it will suit. “ That at the name 
of Jesus some knees should bow of 
things in heaven, and things in earth, 
and things under the earth; and 
that some tongues should confess, 
that Jesus Christ is Lord to the glory 
of God the Father.”” According to this 
way of understanding the word every, 
only some knees in heaven bow to 
Christ, and some tongues confess that 
he is Lord. Butis this true? Are 
there any such as bow not to, or con- 
fess not Christ in heaven? ‘This in- 
terpretation of the wora every, how- 
ever well it might suit, when applied to 
persons on earth, and under the earth, 
it will not do when applied to persons 
in heaven. Are we then in this pas- 
sage to understand the word, as mean- 
ing all or every individual in heaven, 
and only some onthe earth? This 
would be understanding the word 
every, in two different senses in the 
course of one sentence. The word 
every is not repeated, but ought to be 
understood as repeated, after every 
thing spoken of in the passage, thus, 
“that at the name of Jesus every knee 
should bow, of things in heaven, and that 
at the name of Jesus every knee should 
bow, of things in earth, and that at the 
name of Jesus every knee should bow 
of things under the earth.”” And the 
apostle adds, as including all he had 
just mentioned, “And that every 
tongue should confess, that Jesus 
Christ is Lord, to the glory of God 
the Father.” But in this way of un- 
derstanding the word every, the pas- 
sage must read thus, “That at the 
name of Jesus every knee should bow, 





reconciled the paragraph on which I 
am remarking, with your belief of 


, 1SY 


of things in earth, and that at the name 
of Jesus some knees should bow of 
things under the earth.” But, suppos- 
ing that all this was ‘very good, how 
are we to dispose of the next sentence 
in which the word every occurs ? “And 
that every tongue should confess that 
Jesus Christ is Lord, &c.”” In whai 
sense are we to understand the word. 
every, here? Does it mean some or 
every individual? If only some, it 
must refer to, and be restricted by the 
things on earth, and under the earth. 
If it means all. or every individual, ir 
is only applicable to the things in 
heaven.— Now, my dear sir, in which 
of these senses are we to understand 
it? Ifthe word every, is not to b: 
understood, as meaning every individ- 
ual uniformly throughout the whok 
passage, be pleased to refer to some 
other parallel texts, in which the word 
every, must evidently be understood 
in two such different senses in the 
course of one sentence. 

But perhaps you may say, “have I 
not explained things in heaven, earth, 
under the earth, to be a common per- 
iphrase of the Hebrew and New 
Testament writers for the universe,” 
collectively taken, and not in this way 
of separating its parts? Yes, you have, 
and to this very thing I wish to call 
your attention. Let us then see how 
it will do tu understand the word every, 
as only meening some in the universe. 
It is a plain case, and stands thus: You 
make the apostle gravely tell us; 
‘** some in the universe shall bow the 
knee to Jesus, and some in the uni- 
verse shall confess that he is Lord to 
the glory of God the Father.” Do 
you think that this was all the apostle 
meant to express in the passage ?—Is 
this then all the Saviour’s reward fcr 
his humiliation, sufferings and death, 
recorded in the preceding verses? Is 
this indeed all for which God hath 
highly exalted him, and given him a 
name above every name, that some 
knees should bow to him in the uni- 
verse, and some tongues confess that 
he is Lord? If we thus modify, and 
explain away the word every, itis all 
the apostle did express, and this is all 
the reward of Jesus’ work. It will not 
mend the matter much, if instead of 
the word some, we should substitute 
the word many. The difficulty still 
presses, where it most needs to be re- 
lieved. Let us see if it does not. 





of things in heaven, and that at the 
name of Jesus some knees should bow, 





‘“Thatat the name of Jesus, many knees 
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should bow of things in heaven,” &c. 
You may easily percieve, that it still 
makes the apostle say, that there are 
in heaven some knees which do not 
bow to Christ, and some tongues that 
do not confess that he is Lord to the 
glory of God the Father. Under- 
standing it, of the universe collective- 
ly, it makes the apostle say, that, 
‘many knees shall bow to Christ, and 
many tongues in the universe shall 
confess that he is Lord to the glory of 
God the Father; ”’ but I doubtif this is 
the full amount of the apostle’s mean- 
ing. If you think it-is, I will thank 
vou to make this clearly appear. The 
things which lead me to doubt, I shall 
briefly state, that you may accomo- 
late your reply accordingly. | 
‘The word every, used, appears to 
me to apply equally to every thing 
mentioned in the passage. It seems 
to me to be an arbitrary mode of inter- 
pretation, to make it mean every in- 
dividual in heaven, and only some 
or many in earth or under the earth. 
Besides, I would submit it to your 
superior judgment, whether the apos- 
tle does not in the conclusion of the 
passage, encourage us to take the most 
extensive view of what he says in the 
beginning of it. After saying, “ That 
at the name of Jesus every knee should 
bow, of things in heaven, and things 
n earth, and things under the earth,” 
imstead of qualifying these general 
or universal expressions, he adds, 
‘And that every tongue should con- 
fess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the 
elory of God the Father.” But fur- 
iher, what bears weight in my mind 
most, is, the connexion in which the 
passage stands, and the design of the 
anostle in introducing it. ‘This4s so 
»ovious that I need not point it out. I 
would only say, 1t seems most natural 
to me, that the apostle, in showing the 
exalted condition of the Saviour, in- 
stead of using language which needed 
to be qualified, would use language 
which ought to be understood in its 
most unlimited. sense. I may add, 
and which has some weight with me, 
that in the verse preceding the passage 
under consideration, the apostle uses 
the word every, which I think cannot 
be doubted must be understood in:its 
most extensive sense. It runs thus: 
‘Wherefore God also hath highly ex- 
alted him, and given him a name 
which is above every name.” Must 
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we change the word every into some 
or many immediately, for the apostle 
adds with the very next breath, “ That 
at the name of Jesus every knee should 
bow,” &c. Must not the every knee 
that shall bow to him, and the every 
tongue that shall confess that he is 
Lord, be as extensively understood as 
the every name he is above ? 

As I have not the talent of saying 
much in few words, I must reserve the 
remainder of my remarks for one more 
communication. 

I am respectfully, Yours, 
An InqQuiIRER AFTER TRUTH. 
O 
A Dialogue between a Universalist and 
a Limitarian. 
(Continued from page 136.) 

Uni. My dear friend, I am happy 
to meet you again, and hope you now 
have leisure and disposition to reply 
to the queries which I stated on the 
subject of the judgment, of which we 
read in Matthew xxv. 

Lim. This, sir, is the sole object 
which I now have in view, and I have 
prepared myself to give you my mind 
on your several questions, which are 
the following: 1. Does the connexion 
in which this account is recorded sup- 
port the belief that this judgment is the 
last ever to take place respecting man- 
kind? 2. Does this account prove that 
any will be raised from the dead to be 
brought to this judgment? 3. Is it as- 
certained by the connexion of this pas- 
sage, that the material world and sys- 
tem will literally come to an end at, or 
before the time of this judgment? 4. 
Is there any event recorded in the 25th 
chapter which can justly be referred to 
a later period than the one mentioned 
in the 34th verse of the 24th chapter? 

I am of opinion that the last of these 
questions, when correctly answered, 
will render the first explained, and the 
same, no doubt, may be said of the rest; 
for if there be no event recorded in the 
25th chapter that can be justly referred 
to a later period than the one express- 
ed in the 34th verse of the 24th chap- 
ter, it will settle the two middle ques- 
tions at once. I am disposed, there- 
fore, to direct my attention in the first 
place, to reply to the last question, for 
this is the order in which I studied and 
meditated the subject. 

I have carefully observed the direc- 





chapter. The evangelist has given q 
sketch of what, no doubt, was a much 
more lengthy discourse, in which the 
abominations of the religious Jews 
were pointed out, and the judgments of 
God, which awaited them, denounced, 
Here I observe that the blessed Saviour 
was particular in limiting the time of 
the execution of the judgments of 
which he spake, as expressed in verse 
35, “* Verily I say unto you, all these 
things shall come upon this genera. 
tion.” After this declaration, the Sa. 
viour expressed his lamentation over 
Jerusalem, which closes this chapter, 
The next begins with an account of 
Jesus’ going out and departing from 
the temple, at which time his disciples 
seemed to call his attention to the 
buildings of the temple—“ Jesus said 
unto them, see ye not all these things? 
Verily I say unto you, there shall not 
be left one stone upon another, that 
shall not be thrown down.” The idea 
that strikes my mind on reading this 
account is the following. Jesus had 
been speaking to the rulers, scribes, doc- 
tors, and pharisees in the temple con- 
cerning their wickedness and the final 
destruction of their city and temple. 
When he had finished his lamentation 
over Jerusalem, he repaired to the 
mount of Olives, but just as he was 
going out of the temple, his disciples 
called his attention to the immense 
strength of that wonderful building ; 
seeming to say to him, do you think 
that this temple will be destroyed? He 
cast his eyes over the vast pile of most 
beautiful hewn stone, and the brilliant 
ornaments of this wonder of the world, 
and calmly replied; “See ye not all 


these things? Verily I say unto you, | 


there shall not be left here one ston¢ 
upon another, that shall not be thrown 
down.” Now as I view this subject, 
it is evident that the Saviour prophe- 
sied of the destruction of Jerusalem 
and the temple, and certified the people 
that these things would all take place 
in that generation. Jesus now goes to 
his favourite mount, which was nigh 
unto Jerusalem, and which command- 
ed a fair prospect of the city, and sat 
down. His disciples were very deep- 
ly affected with the prophecy which 
they had just heard their master de- 
liver, and seemed fo desire to receive 
more information on the subject. Ai! 
this appears perfectly natural, 





tions you gave me, and began my read- 
} 





ing on this great subject in the 23d 





(To be Continued.) 
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